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AMENDMENT 
Application No.: 10/696,618 
Attorney Docket No.: EI-7607 



Applicant subnutsto — to the Office ^ March 23, 2006 ^>,y, 
respect ,0 Ore specification, Applicant is no. awe of any error, Applicant would be 

pleased to conectany errors which the Examiner may become aware of. 

. , „„ , h . _ lalm . K. ve been directed more specifically to 

Pursuantto the foregoing amendments, the claims have oec 

* recent, advance* emissions control shades M are discuss* in Ore Background of^e 
p^t application on page 3 thereof. Advanced emissions cuufro. systems are 

n^^tnhe limited to direct injection gasoline 
systems. Furtlier, the narrowing of claims 12 and 26 to be limiteo ro 

engines further focuses the currenfly claimed invention on modem technology. 

rentable over Dorer. Claims 1-3, 6-10, .2-17, 20-24 and 26-28 are rejected <^^ SC - 

§1 03<a) as being unpatenfable over Henderton. Fuudfy, claims U and 25 are rejected under 35 

US.C. §1 03(a)a S beingnnpaten te b,eoverHendersoninviewofKane t o. 

fcregoing amendments, and for one or more of fhe following reasons, Appfican, respec*l.y 

submits that the rejections are traversed. 

Applicant has carefully studieti all of the cite, Dote, Hendetson and Kaneko — 
Nowhere in those references is there any disclosure of an advanced emission • «-»~ " 
e^le. an exhaust gas recirculahon system, use, in connection with a ***** en*ne. 
Sti.1 further, nowhere is Otere disclosed a direct injection gasoline engme. Urs ar,« of 
Closure in die prior art references U no, surprising, because die now-c armed 

oHad references. Further, as noted in the background section of Ore present don 

ofad vancedemissions confro. systems. In other words, the modem technology engmes 
experience thishannful combustion chamber deposit flaidng. Older technology < 

fl^g as the modem engines such as direct injection gasoline engines and S park tgnrtron engmes 
having advanced ignitions controls. 
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WmoWefc ^«of«- ^te^intoecHedrefcren^Apphcam 

, Ln as narrowed to the foregoing amendments, .s now in 
submits thai the present application, as narrower! m 8 ^ or other 

^on for aUowance. The obviousness reject » „ . ^ 

r iaimed invention is no mere aiscovciy ^ ^ 
sogg «,ionoftoedaimed invention. The ^^^^dconidno, 

^ppreciaten proper* ^^T^^J^ didno, ettist in toe prior art. 
have been practiced at the toe of the cited references. The problem 

Therefore, toe rejections are versed. fcregotag ^ 

,„ view oftoeforegotng Amendment, and for o fol .u^,. 
Applicant submits that ail of toe cbhns of toe present apphcanon are . cond,,,o» 
Favorable action is requested hereon. 

FEES 

. However mtoeeventtoa. 

Itisbelieveaina deficiencies in fees or 

credit any overpayment associated wxth this commuin 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dennis H. Rainear, Reg. No. 32,486 

330 South Fourth Street 

Richmond, Virginia 23219 

Phone: (804)788-5516 

FAX: (804)788-5519 

E-Mail: n.nni s .Rainear^Ne^arkgtcom 

Date: June 20, 2006 
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